
The Classical Review
http://journals.cambridge.org/CAR

Additional services for The Classical Review:

Email alerts: Click here
Subscriptions: Click here
Commercial reprints: Click here
Terms of use : Click here

Greeks and Foreigners

W. H. S. Jones

The Classical Review / Volume 24 / Issue 07 / November 1910, pp 208 - 209
DOI: 10.1017/S0009840X00045492, Published online: 27 October 2009

Link to this article: http://journals.cambridge.org/abstract_S0009840X00045492

How to cite this article:
W. H. S. Jones (1910). Greeks and Foreigners. The Classical Review, 24, pp 208-209
doi:10.1017/S0009840X00045492

Request Permissions : Click here

Downloaded from http://journals.cambridge.org/CAR, IP address: 128.122.253.212 on 31 May 2015



208 THE CLASSICAL REVIEW

GREEKS AND FOREIGNERS.

IT is generally assumed that the natural
antipathy towards foreigners was parti-
cularly strong in the case of the Greeks.
Jebb says: ' The Greeks were, in their own
view, something even more than a chosen
race; they were, as they conceived, a race
primarily and lineally distinct from all the
races of men, the very children of the gods,
whose holy separation was attested by that
deep instinct of their nature which taught
them to loathe the alien' (Attic Orators,
II. p. 417). Is this view exaggerated ?
Is it true of all Greeks and at all times and
in all places ?

There is nothing like it in Homer. As
Thucydides points out (I. 3. 3 ov /xrjv ov8e
fiapfidpov; eiprjKe Sia rb fj.rjSe "EWrjvds ifOi . . .
Is sv ovojxa d7roKeKpur0ai),tiie HomericGreeks
were scarcely conscious of their separate
nationality. On the other hand, the con-
quests of Alexander broke down the barrier
between Greek and 'barbarian.' Hence
arose the cosmopolitanism of the Stoics
and the view, quoted by Strabo (67) from
Eratosthenes, that the classification of
mankind into "EAÂ ves and fidpflapoi should
be changed into one according to dptr-j and
Kanta. The period for discussion, then, is
post-Homeric and pre-Stoic.

Within this period the strongest expres-
sions of anti-barbarian feeling are:

1. Euripides (?) makes one of his charac-
ters say that the barbarian is the natural
slave of the Greek (Iph. Aul. 1400), and
other passages in this poet lay stress upon
the lawlessness and effeminacy of bar-
barians. See e.g. Medea 538, and Orestes
mi.

2. Plato held that barbarians were
iroXefiioi <f>va-ei (Rep. 470 c), and might be
made slaves. Isocrates too believed that
Greeks were the natural enemies of the
barbarians (Panegyr. § 158).

3. In the Orators the word f3dpfiapo's is
often a term of abuse.

4. Aristotle held that barbarians were
naturally slaves, and incapable of self-
government (Pol. 1252 a, b).

On the other hand: 1. The Greeks were
often as cruel to their fellow-Greeks as

they were to barbarians. Theognis would
like to see the democrats of Megara reduced
to the greatest misery. It was no unusual
thing for the women and children of a cap-
tured Greek city to be sold into slavery;
and one need merely refer to the Corcyrean
sedition, the treatment of revolted Mytilene
and the Melian incident to show that inter-
Hellenic morality did not reach a high level
in time of war.

2. In the sixth century we find Greek
mercenaries ready to serve the Egyptian
King Psammetichus II., and the relations
between the Greeks of Asia and the various
Eastern powers with which they came into
contact show that there was a certain
amount of mutual respect. Commercial
relations and political alliances do much to
foster this feeling. See Shrader and Jevons,
Prehistoric Antiquities of the Aryan Peoples,

p. 35i-
3. Herodotus held the Persians in high

esteem. He evidently admires their simple,
manly education; ' they teach their boys
three things only—to ride, shoot and speak
the truth' (I. 136). According to him, bar-
barians were capable of great and wondrous
deeds, which ought not to be deprived of
renown (I. 1). In courage and strength
the Persians were not inferior to the Greeks
(IX. 62). ' Hdt.'s whole treatment of non-
Hellenic peoples is to his credit' (Macan,
Hdt. VII.-IX. vol. I. pt. I. p. lxxvii.
note 7).

4. Xenophon's ideal King is Cyrus the
Persian. This should be taken into account,
however much the education of the young
prince is ideal or borrowed from Greek
sources.

The natural antipathy of one race to
another takes various forms, which depend
mainly upon political and commercial cir-
cumstances. There is the antipathy of fear
and hatred (not incompatible with respect),
such as was present to the minds of the
Greeks when they were threatened by the
Persian invader. There is the antipathy
of contempt, which doubtless arose when
the Persian hordes proved inferior to much
smaller Greek armies, and when crowds of
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miserable slaves were employed in mines
and other trading concerns. Then there is
the antipathy which results from the in-
stinctive dislike for manners and customs
different from one's own. This was always
present to a greater or less degree among
the Greeks, but the work of Herodotus
shows that it was sometimes scarcely
stronger than it is now in the case of two
modern nations.

The sense of national unity, fostered by
a common religion, a common ancestry and
a common speech, certainly helped to keep
Greek and barbarian distinct, but it cannot
be reasonably maintained that the theory
of the ' natural slavery' of barbarians was
universal, either in time or in place. Our
tradition is chiefly Attic, and (apart from
Homer) is limited to the two centuries pre-
ceding the death of Alexander and the rise
of cosmopolitan ideals. It is scarcely con-
ceivable that Greeks living On the confines
of the Hellenic world, and coming into
contact with many kinds of foreigners—•
trading with them and often fighting as
their allies—should have always looked
upon their neighbours as their ' natural
slaves.' It is remarkable that Herodotus
and Xenophon, the two writers who were
best acquainted with Asiatic Greeks, are
much less prejudiced.

I do not mean to imply that the Greeks
were generally philo-barbarian, and I have
purposely refrained, in this short note,
from defending any definite view with
detailed evidence. I merely wish to raise
a question. Are we justified in inferring,
from the attitude of Athenian writers
during the period 500-300 B.C., that the

Greeks in general, and at all periods of
their history, were abnormally antipathetic
to foreigners ? The historian, is always
liable to be misled by the preponderance
of Athenian, as opposed to Greek, litera-
ture. The same mistake occurs in dealing
with the position of women. We are apt
to think of the Athens of Pericles, and to
forget Sappho, Corinna, the Pythagorean
school, and the women of Sparta. Is it
fair to regard the first as normal and the
latter as exceptions ?

The Homeric ag'e, then, and the Alexan-
drian age were free (or largely free) from
anti-barbarian prejudice. As to the period
500-300 B.C, it is dangerous to give a
universal application to the remarks of
Athenian writers. There is an a priori
probability, borne out by Herodotus and
Xenophon, that Greeks in the wider Hellenic
world were more broad-minded. Some
racial antipathy always existed, but it waxed
and waned with the changes of political
and commercial conditions. The Athenian
contempt for barbarians was probably due
to their victory over Persia (the Persian
armies probably consisted, to a great
extent, of mixed hordes containing few
true Persians), and to the number of slaves
they used for trade purposes. Nor must
it be forgotten that this contempt was
largely justifiable. The cultured Athenian
was far superior to the savage Scythian
or Thracian. It was the noble Persian,
rather than the barbarian in general, that
excited the admiration of Xenophon and
Herodotus.

W. H. S. JONES.

St. Catharine's College, Cambridge.

A SUGGESTED EMENDATION OF SOPHOCLES, OEDIPUS
TYRANNUS, 1031.

TI 8' aAyos UT\<OV Kaipios fu Xa/x^dvet-s ;

The reading of the Laurentian MS. is:
ri 8' a\yos uT\tov kv Kaipois Aa/it/Saveis.
ur\<»v is corrected to urxoVT'> written by the
first hand in the left margin.

The line, as it stands in its oldest form,
Tt 8' dXyoi i<rx<i)v kv Kaipoi's Xa[i,/3dveis, is

metrically unsound for two reasons—firstly,

that a syllable is wanted between KVU-
pois and Xafj./3aveis to complete the line ;
secondly, that Kaipoi's is a spondee in the
fourth foot.

The missing syllable, it is not a great
assumption to say, was in all probability
fie, which the sense positively requires, if
we read the line in its oldest form with

and not urxovr1, and which completes


